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Mirabella, Jacob


From: Rachelle Kellogg <rkellogg@sonoraca.com>
Sent: Monday, June 06, 2016 3:19 PM
To: Mirabella, Jacob; Venter, Frederik
Subject: FW: TUO-49 / Snell Street  (Sonora)  ATP Project


Caltrans Response


Rachelle Kellogg 
 
Community Development Director 
City of Sonora 
94 N. Washington Street 
Sonora, CA 95370 
(209)532-3508
(209)532-3511 Fax 
 


From: Fukano, John T@DOT [mailto:john.fukano@dot.ca.gov]  
Sent: Monday, June 06, 2016 2:52 PM 
To: Rachelle Kellogg 
Subject: FW: TUO-49 / Snell Street (Sonora) ATP Project 


Rachelle,


Caltrans District 10 Traffic Operations has reviewed the City of Sonora SR 59/Snell Street project. The Traffic Operations
review comments will need to be addressed during the Design and Encroachment Permit approval phases of the project.


Please include this email acknowledgement of the project with the ATP application.


Thanks,
John Fukano
Caltrans District 10 Local Assistance
1976 E. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd
Stockton, CA 95205
Office: (209) 948 3755


From: Honma, Mike@DOT
Sent:Monday, June 06, 2016 2:33 PM
To: Fukano, John T@DOT <john.fukano@dot.ca.gov>
Cc: Nguyen, Vu H@DOT <vu.h.nguyen@dot.ca.gov>
Subject: TUO 49 / Snell Street (Sonora) ATP Project


John,


I’ve reviewed the proposed ATP project at the SR 49/Snell St. intersection in The City of Sonora and have the
following comments:
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The Highway Design Manual requirements for lane width, etc. will need to be met when designing the
curb extensions.
During the encroachment permit review the GAD will need to include bus/truck off tracking to confirm
the adequacy of the various turning movements.


Thanks,


Mike Honma P.E., T.E.
Caltrans District 10, Traffic Operations
(209) 942 6026
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Mirabella, Jacob


From: Rachelle Kellogg <rkellogg@sonoraca.com>
Sent: Friday, June 03, 2016 12:09 PM
To: Venter, Frederik; Mirabella, Jacob
Subject: FW: City of Sonora ATP Application


Please see below! 
 
Rachelle Kellogg 
 
Community Development Director 
City of Sonora 
94 N. Washington Street 
Sonora, CA 95370 
(209)532-3508 
(209)532-3511 Fax 
 
 


From: Wallace, Melanie@CCC [mailto:Melanie.Wallace@ccc.ca.gov] On Behalf Of ATP@CCC 
Sent: Friday, June 03, 2016 11:47 AM 
To: rkellogg@sonoraca.com 
Subject: FW: City of Sonora ATP Application 
 
Hi Rachelle, 
 
The CCC is unable to participate in this ATP project. Please include a copy of this email with your application as proof of 
reaching us. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Melanie Wallace 
Chief Deputy Analyst 
California Conservation Corps 
1719 24th Street 
Sacramento, CA 95816 
O (916)341‐3153 
M (916)508‐1167 
F (877)315‐5085 
melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov 
 
Every Californian should conserve water. Find out how at: 


 
SaveOurWater.com ∙ Drought.CA.gov 


 


From: Rachelle Kellogg [mailto:rkellogg@sonoraca.com]  
Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2016 2:52 PM 
To: ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>; inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org 
Cc: jacob.mirabella@kimley‐horn.com; frederik.venter@kimley‐horn.com 
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Subject: City of Sonora ATP Application 
Importance: High 
 
The City of Sonora is submitting an application for funding from the Active Transportation Program (ATP) – Cycle 3 to 
complete the Red Church Pedestrian and Circulation Improvement Project.  I have attaché the Project’s information for 
your review. 
 
Please let me know at your earliest convenience if the California Conservation Corps and the California Association of 
Local Conservation Corps are able to partner with the City to implement this project. 
 
Rachelle Kellogg 
 
Community Development Director 
City of Sonora 
94 N. Washington Street 
Sonora, CA 95370 
(209)532-3508 
(209)532-3511 Fax 
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Project Title 


Red Church Pedestrian and Circulation Improvement Project 


 
Project Description 


The intersection of Snell Street and N. Washington Street/Hwy 49 at the Red Church in Sonora is 
severely skewed, has unnecessarily long pedestrian crosswalk distances and ramps are not ADA 
compliant. Sight distance is constrained by the geometric layout, which leads to operational and 
safety concerns for vehicles, transit, pedestrians, and cyclists, with conflicts between pedestrians 
and motorists having occurred  in the past. In the afternoon, school children from Sonora High 
School walk  and  bike  through  the  intersection  into  Downtown  Sonora  and  visitors  use  the 
crosswalks  to gain access  to  the historic Red Church and  the Fire Museum. Locals walk  from 
Sonora  neighborhoods  through  the  intersection  to  access  the  downtown  area’s  businesses, 
restaurants, and government services.  Improvements have been  identified at this  intersection 
that would eliminate the long crosswalks, improve pedestrian visibility, slow down traffic through 
the intersection, provide ADA access ramps, and eliminate the sight distance constraints. These 
improvements were  identified as part of the Vision Sonora Plan, which was supported by the 
Sonora community and Caltrans. A Rural Safety Assessment study completed for the City in 2014 
identified the intersection as a location with one of the highest number of collisions for the period 
2011 through 2013 and recommended improvements. 
 
The proposed project will encourage walking as an alternative mode of travel and reduce private 
vehicle  travel,  improving  air  quality  and  operations  by  reducing  vehicle  delay,  and  further 
enhancing the unique historic downtown experience for locals and visitors cherish. The Historic 
Red Church and  the Fire Museum,  located on opposite corners of  the project site, are major 
tourist  attractions  and walkability  between  these  facilities  is  discouraged  by  the  inadequate 
existing pedestrian crossings. The extended pedestrian connection to the historic downtown core 
south on Washington Street will be further enhanced through implementation of this project and 
will encourage locals and visitors to walk to these facilities. Sonora High School students also walk 
from  the  school  to  the  historic  downtown  core  through  this  intersection.  Shortening  the 
crosswalks and improving the intersection geometry will encourage student walking and improve 
visibility of students to drivers. 
 
The provision of bioswales in the landscape areas will also clean storm water runoff and reduce 
pollution into Sonora Creak. The reduction of blacktop pavements and installation of a permeable 
surface will further reduce runoff pollution. The project will install new landscaping space, which 
will include trees, thus reducing heat radiation into the atmosphere and protecting the ozone. 
 
Project Schedule 


Task  Proposed CTC Allocation  Start Date  Completion Date 


PA&ED  July 2019  August 2019  February 2020 


PS&E  February 2020  April 2020  November 2020 


Construction  November 2020  April 2022  November 2022 
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Detailed Estimates 


 
Table 1: Total Project Costs 
   TOTAL 


Environmental  $25,000


Design Engineering  $80,000


Right of Way  $10,000


Permitting   $40,000


Construction  $580,000


Construction Management  $80,000


TOTAL  $815,000


 
Table 2: Project Expenditures 


Roadway    Quantity  Units  Unit Cost  TOTAL 


Traffic Control  1 LS  $40,000  $40,000


Roadway Excavation  470 CY  $40  $18,800


Curb  600 LF  $35  $21,000


Sidewalk  5500 SF  $12  $66,000


Decorative Sidewalk  1000 SF  $24  $24,000


HMA  110 TON  $150  $16,500


Drainage Modification (1 location)  1 EA  $15,000  $15,000


Utility Adjustments  1 LS  $10,000  $10,000


Signing and Striping  1 LS  $5,000  $5,000


Import Material (LID Infiltration Basins)  221 CY  $146  $32,266


Street Lighting  2 EA  $5,000  $10,000


Pedestrian Lighting  4 EA  $5,000  $20,000


Landscaping               


Landscaping/Irrigation  1990 SF  $15  $29,850


Water Meter  1 EA  $35,000  $35,000


Pedestrian Amenities             


Benches  2 EA  $1,500  $3,000


Bike Rack  1 EA  $1,500  $1,500


Recycle/Trash Cans  1 EA  $1,500  $1,500


Informational Kiosk  1 EA  $20,000  $20,000


              


Minor Items (10%)           $36,942


Mobilization (5%)           $18,471


              


Construction Sub Total           $424,828


Contingency (35%)           $148,690


Construction Total (Rounded)  $580,000
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Mirabella, Jacob


From: Active Transportation Program <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org>
Sent: Tuesday, June 07, 2016 11:31 AM
To: Rachelle Kellogg
Cc: atp@ccc.ca.gov; Mirabella, Jacob; Venter, Frederik
Subject: Re: City of Sonora ATP Application


Hello Rachelle,  


 


Nicholas Mueller of the San Joaquin Regional Conservation Corps (SJRCC) has responded that they 
are able to assist with the Red Church Pedestrian and Circulation Improvement Project. The SJRCC 
can partner on the following: 


 Landscape Irrigation 
 Bench installation 
 Bike installation 
 Install recycling cans 


Please include this email with your application as proof that you reached out to the Local Corps. Feel 
free to contact Nicholas (nmueller@sjcoe.net) directly if your project receives funding.  
 
 


Best, 


Dominique 
 
On Thu, Jun 2, 2016 at 2:52 PM, Rachelle Kellogg <rkellogg@sonoraca.com> wrote: 


The City of Sonora is submitting an application for funding from the Active Transportation Program (ATP) – 
Cycle 3 to complete the Red Church Pedestrian and Circulation Improvement Project.  I have attaché the 
Project’s information for your review. 


  


Please let me know at your earliest convenience if the California Conservation Corps and the California 
Association of Local Conservation Corps are able to partner with the City to implement this project. 


  


Rachelle Kellogg 


  


Community Development Director 
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City of Sonora 


94 N. Washington Street 


Sonora, CA 95370 


(209)532-3508 


(209)532-3511 Fax 


  


  


 
 
 
 
--  
 
Dominique Lofton | Program Assistant 
Environmental & Energy Consulting 
1121 L Street, Suite 400 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
916.426.9170 | inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org 


Right-click here to download pictures.  To help p ro tect your privacy, Outlook prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
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Project Title 


Red Church Pedestrian and Circulation Improvement Project 


 
Project Description 


The intersection of Snell Street and N. Washington Street/Hwy 49 at the Red Church in Sonora is 
severely skewed, has unnecessarily long pedestrian crosswalk distances and ramps are not ADA 
compliant. Sight distance is constrained by the geometric layout, which leads to operational and 
safety concerns for vehicles, transit, pedestrians, and cyclists, with conflicts between pedestrians 
and motorists having occurred  in the past. In the afternoon, school children from Sonora High 
School walk  and  bike  through  the  intersection  into  Downtown  Sonora  and  visitors  use  the 
crosswalks  to gain access  to  the historic Red Church and  the Fire Museum. Locals walk  from 
Sonora  neighborhoods  through  the  intersection  to  access  the  downtown  area’s  businesses, 
restaurants, and government services.  Improvements have been  identified at this  intersection 
that would eliminate the long crosswalks, improve pedestrian visibility, slow down traffic through 
the intersection, provide ADA access ramps, and eliminate the sight distance constraints. These 
improvements were  identified as part of the Vision Sonora Plan, which was supported by the 
Sonora community and Caltrans. A Rural Safety Assessment study completed for the City in 2014 
identified the intersection as a location with one of the highest number of collisions for the period 
2011 through 2013 and recommended improvements. 
 
The proposed project will encourage walking as an alternative mode of travel and reduce private 
vehicle  travel,  improving  air  quality  and  operations  by  reducing  vehicle  delay,  and  further 
enhancing the unique historic downtown experience for locals and visitors cherish. The Historic 
Red Church and  the Fire Museum,  located on opposite corners of  the project site, are major 
tourist  attractions  and walkability  between  these  facilities  is  discouraged  by  the  inadequate 
existing pedestrian crossings. The extended pedestrian connection to the historic downtown core 
south on Washington Street will be further enhanced through implementation of this project and 
will encourage locals and visitors to walk to these facilities. Sonora High School students also walk 
from  the  school  to  the  historic  downtown  core  through  this  intersection.  Shortening  the 
crosswalks and improving the intersection geometry will encourage student walking and improve 
visibility of students to drivers. 
 
The provision of bioswales in the landscape areas will also clean storm water runoff and reduce 
pollution into Sonora Creak. The reduction of blacktop pavements and installation of a permeable 
surface will further reduce runoff pollution. The project will install new landscaping space, which 
will include trees, thus reducing heat radiation into the atmosphere and protecting the ozone. 
 
Project Schedule 


Task  Proposed CTC Allocation  Start Date  Completion Date 


PA&ED  July 2019  August 2019  February 2020 


PS&E  February 2020  April 2020  November 2020 


Construction  November 2020  April 2022  November 2022 
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Detailed Estimates 


 
Table 1: Total Project Costs 
   TOTAL 


Environmental  $25,000


Design Engineering  $80,000


Right of Way  $10,000


Permitting   $40,000


Construction  $580,000


Construction Management  $80,000


TOTAL  $815,000


 
Table 2: Project Expenditures 


Roadway    Quantity  Units  Unit Cost  TOTAL 


Traffic Control  1 LS  $40,000  $40,000


Roadway Excavation  470 CY  $40  $18,800


Curb  600 LF  $35  $21,000


Sidewalk  5500 SF  $12  $66,000


Decorative Sidewalk  1000 SF  $24  $24,000


HMA  110 TON  $150  $16,500


Drainage Modification (1 location)  1 EA  $15,000  $15,000


Utility Adjustments  1 LS  $10,000  $10,000


Signing and Striping  1 LS  $5,000  $5,000


Import Material (LID Infiltration Basins)  221 CY  $146  $32,266


Street Lighting  2 EA  $5,000  $10,000


Pedestrian Lighting  4 EA  $5,000  $20,000


Landscaping               


Landscaping/Irrigation  1990 SF  $15  $29,850


Water Meter  1 EA  $35,000  $35,000


Pedestrian Amenities             


Benches  2 EA  $1,500  $3,000


Bike Rack  1 EA  $1,500  $1,500


Recycle/Trash Cans  1 EA  $1,500  $1,500


Informational Kiosk  1 EA  $20,000  $20,000


              


Minor Items (10%)           $36,942


Mobilization (5%)           $18,471


              


Construction Sub Total           $424,828


Contingency (35%)           $148,690


Construction Total (Rounded)  $580,000
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Mirabella, Jacob


From: Rachelle Kellogg <rkellogg@sonoraca.com>
Sent: Monday, June 06, 2016 3:19 PM
To: Mirabella, Jacob; Venter, Frederik
Subject: FW: TUO-49 / Snell Street  (Sonora)  ATP Project


Caltrans Response


Rachelle Kellogg 
 
Community Development Director 
City of Sonora 
94 N. Washington Street 
Sonora, CA 95370 
(209)532-3508
(209)532-3511 Fax 
 


From: Fukano, John T@DOT [mailto:john.fukano@dot.ca.gov]  
Sent: Monday, June 06, 2016 2:52 PM 
To: Rachelle Kellogg 
Subject: FW: TUO-49 / Snell Street (Sonora) ATP Project 


Rachelle,


Caltrans District 10 Traffic Operations has reviewed the City of Sonora SR 59/Snell Street project. The Traffic Operations
review comments will need to be addressed during the Design and Encroachment Permit approval phases of the project.


Please include this email acknowledgement of the project with the ATP application.


Thanks,
John Fukano
Caltrans District 10 Local Assistance
1976 E. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd
Stockton, CA 95205
Office: (209) 948 3755


From: Honma, Mike@DOT
Sent:Monday, June 06, 2016 2:33 PM
To: Fukano, John T@DOT <john.fukano@dot.ca.gov>
Cc: Nguyen, Vu H@DOT <vu.h.nguyen@dot.ca.gov>
Subject: TUO 49 / Snell Street (Sonora) ATP Project


John,


I’ve reviewed the proposed ATP project at the SR 49/Snell St. intersection in The City of Sonora and have the
following comments:
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The Highway Design Manual requirements for lane width, etc. will need to be met when designing the
curb extensions.
During the encroachment permit review the GAD will need to include bus/truck off tracking to confirm
the adequacy of the various turning movements.


Thanks,


Mike Honma P.E., T.E.
Caltrans District 10, Traffic Operations
(209) 942 6026
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Mirabella, Jacob


From: Rachelle Kellogg <rkellogg@sonoraca.com>
Sent: Monday, June 06, 2016 3:19 PM
To: Mirabella, Jacob; Venter, Frederik
Subject: FW: TUO-49 / Snell Street  (Sonora)  ATP Project


Caltrans Response


Rachelle Kellogg 
 
Community Development Director 
City of Sonora 
94 N. Washington Street 
Sonora, CA 95370 
(209)532-3508
(209)532-3511 Fax 
 


From: Fukano, John T@DOT [mailto:john.fukano@dot.ca.gov]  
Sent: Monday, June 06, 2016 2:52 PM 
To: Rachelle Kellogg 
Subject: FW: TUO-49 / Snell Street (Sonora) ATP Project 


Rachelle,


Caltrans District 10 Traffic Operations has reviewed the City of Sonora SR 59/Snell Street project. The Traffic Operations
review comments will need to be addressed during the Design and Encroachment Permit approval phases of the project.


Please include this email acknowledgement of the project with the ATP application.


Thanks,
John Fukano
Caltrans District 10 Local Assistance
1976 E. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd
Stockton, CA 95205
Office: (209) 948 3755


From: Honma, Mike@DOT
Sent:Monday, June 06, 2016 2:33 PM
To: Fukano, John T@DOT <john.fukano@dot.ca.gov>
Cc: Nguyen, Vu H@DOT <vu.h.nguyen@dot.ca.gov>
Subject: TUO 49 / Snell Street (Sonora) ATP Project


John,


I’ve reviewed the proposed ATP project at the SR 49/Snell St. intersection in The City of Sonora and have the
following comments:







2


The Highway Design Manual requirements for lane width, etc. will need to be met when designing the
curb extensions.
During the encroachment permit review the GAD will need to include bus/truck off tracking to confirm
the adequacy of the various turning movements.


Thanks,


Mike Honma P.E., T.E.
Caltrans District 10, Traffic Operations
(209) 942 6026
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B19013 MEDIAN HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN THE PAST 12 MONTHS (IN 2014 INFLATION-ADJUSTED DOLLARS)


Universe: Households
2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates


Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey website in the Data and Documentation section.


Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community Survey website in the Methodology section.


Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population Estimates Program that produces and
disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and estimates of housing units for states and counties.


Block Group 1, Census Tract 11,
Tuolumne County, California


Block Group 2, Census Tract 11,
Tuolumne County, California


Block Group 3, Census Tract 11,
Tuolumne County, California


Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Median household income in the past 12 months (in 2014 Inflation-
adjusted dollars)


56,579 +/-15,495 68,807 +/-18,148 40,906 +/-13,002
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Block Group 4, Census Tract 11,
Tuolumne County, California


Block Group 1, Census Tract 12,
Tuolumne County, California


Block Group 2, Census Tract 12,
Tuolumne County, California


Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Median household income in the past 12 months (in 2014 Inflation-
adjusted dollars)


53,250 +/-47,823 27,206 +/-11,746 33,243 +/-9,304
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Block Group 3, Census Tract 12,
Tuolumne County, California


Block Group 4, Census Tract 12,
Tuolumne County, California


Block Group 1, Census Tract 21,
Tuolumne County, California


Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Median household income in the past 12 months (in 2014 Inflation-
adjusted dollars)


19,211 +/-4,975 51,094 +/-16,188 57,639 +/-28,887
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B25001 HOUSING UNITS


Universe: Housing units
2009-2013 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates


Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey website in the Data and Documentation section.


Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community Survey website in the Methodology section.


Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population Estimates Program that produces and
disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and estimates of housing units for states and counties.


Census Tract 11, Tuolumne
County, California


Census Tract 12, Tuolumne
County, California


Block Group 1, Census Tract 11,
Tuolumne County, California


Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total 1,768 +/-140 2,087 +/-206 426 +/-105
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Block Group 2, Census Tract 11,
Tuolumne County, California


Block Group 3, Census Tract 11,
Tuolumne County, California


Block Group 4, Census Tract 11,
Tuolumne County, California


Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total 317 +/-85 807 +/-133 218 +/-65
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Block Group 1, Census Tract 12,
Tuolumne County, California


Block Group 2, Census Tract 12,
Tuolumne County, California


Block Group 3, Census Tract 12,
Tuolumne County, California


Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total 516 +/-124 563 +/-143 785 +/-143
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Block Group 4, Census Tract 12,
Tuolumne County, California


Block Group 1, Census Tract 21,
Tuolumne County, California


Block Group 2, Census Tract 21,
Tuolumne County, California


Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total 223 +/-72 769 +/-143 372 +/-117


4  of 17 06/07/2016







B25008 TOTAL POPULATION IN OCCUPIED HOUSING UNITS BY TENURE


Universe: Total population in occupied housing units
2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates


Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey website in the Data and Documentation section.


Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community Survey website in the Methodology section.


Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population Estimates Program that produces and
disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and estimates of housing units for states and counties.


Census Tract 11, Tuolumne
County, California


Census Tract 12, Tuolumne
County, California


Block Group 1, Census Tract 11,
Tuolumne County, California


Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total: 3,392 +/-250 4,094 +/-560 869 +/-212
  Owner occupied 1,964 +/-275 1,509 +/-285 709 +/-215
  Renter occupied 1,428 +/-306 2,585 +/-599 160 +/-101
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Block Group 2, Census Tract 11,
Tuolumne County, California


Block Group 3, Census Tract 11,
Tuolumne County, California


Block Group 4, Census Tract 11,
Tuolumne County, California


Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total: 654 +/-229 1,447 +/-281 422 +/-147
  Owner occupied 463 +/-178 654 +/-159 138 +/-81
  Renter occupied 191 +/-159 793 +/-253 284 +/-132
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Block Group 1, Census Tract 12,
Tuolumne County, California


Block Group 2, Census Tract 12,
Tuolumne County, California


Block Group 3, Census Tract 12,
Tuolumne County, California


Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total: 1,263 +/-496 1,011 +/-221 1,422 +/-264
  Owner occupied 324 +/-189 519 +/-181 419 +/-210
  Renter occupied 939 +/-478 492 +/-153 1,003 +/-277
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Block Group 4, Census Tract 12,
Tuolumne County, California


Block Group 1, Census Tract 21,
Tuolumne County, California


Block Group 2, Census Tract 21,
Tuolumne County, California


Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total: 398 +/-140 740 +/-227 935 +/-287
  Owner occupied 247 +/-118 569 +/-212 484 +/-228
  Renter occupied 151 +/-93 171 +/-95 451 +/-244


4  of 17 06/07/2016
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Date:


C68897


Item 
No.


F, D 
or M


Quantity Units Unit Cost
Total


Item Cost
% $ % $ % $


1 1 EA $15,000.00 $15,000 89% $13,409 11% $1,591
2 1 EA $30,000.00 $30,000 89% $26,819 11% $3,181
3 1 LS $2,000.00 $2,000 89% $1,788 11% $212
4 1 LS $3,000.00 $3,000 89% $2,682 11% $318


89% 11%


5 470 CY $40.00 $18,800 100% $18,800
6 600 LF $35.00 $21,000 100% $21,000
7 5500 SF $12.00 $66,000 100% $66,000
8 110 TON $150.00 $16,500 100% $16,500
9 1 EA $15,000.00 $15,000 100% $15,000


10 1 LS $5,000.00 $5,000 100% $5,000
11 1 LS $5,000.00 $5,000 100% $5,000
12 221 CY $140.00 $30,940 100% $30,940
13 2 EA $8,000.00 $16,000 100% $16,000
14 4 EA $8,000.00 $32,000 100% $32,000
15 1 EA $30,000.00 $30,000 100% $30,000
16 1 EA $30,000.00 $30,000 100% $30,000


17 F 1990 SF $15.00 $29,850 100% $29,850 25% $7,463
18 F 1 EA $30,000.00 $30,000 100% $30,000
19 F 2 EA $1,500.00 $3,000 100% $3,000 100% $3,000
20 F 1 EA $1,500.00 $1,500 100% $1,500 100% $1,500
21 F 1 EA $1,500.00 $1,500 100% $1,500 100% $1,500
22 F 1 EA $20,000.00 $20,000 100% $20,000
23 M 1000 SF $24.00 $24,000 50% $12,000 50% $12,000


$446,090 $398,788 $47,302 $13,463
$19,939 <= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable) 


30.00% $133,827 $119,636 $14,191


$579,917 $518,425 $61,492


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$72,411 $8,589


$57,214 $6,786


$129,625 $15,375 25% 25% Max


$8,940 $1,060
$8,940 $1,060


$71,517 $8,483 14% 15% Max 


$210,081 $24,919


$589,942 $69,975


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$728,506 $86,411Total Project Cost: $814,917


Total Project Delivery: $235,000


Construction Engineering (CE): 80,000$                                       


Total Construction Costs: $659,917


Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E): 64,000$                                       


Total PE: 145,000$                                     


Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):


Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:


Type of Project Cost Cost $
Preliminary Engineering (PE)


Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED): 81,000$                                       


Total RW: 10,000$                                       


Construction Engineering (CE)


Right of Way (RW)
Right of Way Engineering: -$                                                 
Acquisitions and Utilities: 10,000$                                       


Pedestrian Lighting and Electrical
Minor Items


Decorative Sidewalk
Subtotal of Construction Items:


Landscaping/Irrigation
Water Meter


Decorative & Landscaping-related Items    (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative,  or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)


Information Kiosk


Bike Rack
Recycle/Trash Cans


Benches


Electrical Service/PG&E Costs


Sidewalk


Import Material (LID Infiltration 
Street Lighting and Electrical


Drainage Modification
Utility Adjustments


HMA


Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 3
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: 6/7/2016City of Sonora


Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:


"PE" costs / "CON" costs


"CE" costs / "CON" costs


Project Delivery Costs:


Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:


Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)
Cost Breakdown


ATP Eligible 
Costs/Items


ATP Ineligible 
Costs/Items 


Corps/CCC
to construct


Mobilization


Roadway Excavation
Curb


Item 


Signing & Striping


The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.  
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.


Item Number(s): Description of Engineer's Logic:       (See examples shown in the Instructions)
23 Decorative Sidewalk split is 50% Functional and 50% Decorative for addtiion of color and/or decorative scoring.


Landscaping and Irrigation are assumed to be 100% Functional as they will be installed in rain garden areas, which will treat storm water runoff.17


Project Description: Red Church Pedestrian and Circulation Improvement Project
Snell Street / SR 49 - Washington Street


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: John Pulliam License #:
Project Location:


General Overhead-Related Construction Items


Water Pollution Control
Storm Water Polluton Prevention Plan
Traffic Control


General Construction Items (non-decorative only)


6/10/2016 1 of 1








































 


 


 
  


June 7, 2016 


 


CalTrans 


Division of Local Assistance, MS 1 


Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Special Programs  


PO Box 942874 


Sacramento, CA 94274-0001 


 


Re: State Route 49 Red Church Active Transportation Program Application 


 


Dear Review Committee, 


 


The improvements outlined in the City of Sonora’s application for funding of sidewalks, improved 


crossing, way-finding, and non-motorized amenities at the intersection of Snell Street and N. 


Washington Street/Hwy 49 at the Red Church in Sonora are much needed.  The current intersection has 


skewed approaches, results in ROW violations, and has been the cause of pedestrian and motorist 


conflicts in the past.  The City proposes to construct sidewalk and bulbouts that would straighten out the 


approaches and shorten the crossing distance. 


 


The conceptual improvements proposed by the City of Sonora will encourage walking, improve safety, 


and enhance the unique historic downtown experience for Sonora locals and visitors. Importantly for 


public health, improving pedestrian safety and attractiveness will increase walking by our residents, 


adding health benefits, as well as reducing risk of injury. This intersection is utilized by school children 


on a daily basis for access to the Sonora High School.  We believe that the provision of the sidewalk 


will encourage more children to walk. The intersection is the only pedestrian access to the Historic Red 


Church.  The intersection is used by visitors, shoppers, local business employees accessing the 


downtown area.  The downtown area access to a major transit stop at Courthouse Park would also be 


improved. The sidewalk construction and ADA compliant curb ramps will promote walking and health 


of the greater Sonora community and visitors alike. 


 


The City is requesting funding through the ATP – Cycle 3 application process and I ask that their 


funding request is approved, as this project is of immense importance for improving access for children 


to our local schools and connectivity to downtown and the Red Church.  


 


Sincerely, 


 
Liza M. Ortiz, MD, MPH 


Tuolumne County Health Officer 


 


Tuolumne County  


Public Health Department 
                                        


   Tuolumne County Health Department 
 20111 Cedar Rd. North       


Sonora, CA 95370 
Office:  209-533-7401 
Fax:  209-533-7406 


Liza M. Ortiz, MD, MPH 


Health Officer 


Kathy Amos, RN, PHN 


Director of Public Health Nursing 
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RTP GOALS, OBJECTIVES, AND POLICIES


The goals, policies and objectives in this document are intended to guide the development of the 
Tuolumne County 2006/07 RTP and RTIP and transportation system, and improve the quality of 
life for citizens in Tuolumne County.  These policies reflect a realistic approach to achieving the 
stated goals taking into account the funding limitations over the life of the RTP.  The following 
definitions help differentiate the planning focus of a goal, objective and policy. 


A goal is the end toward which effort is directed; it is general and timeless. 


An objective is a specific end, condition or state toward attaining a goal.  It is achievable, 
measurable and time specific. 


A policy is a direction statement that guides actions for use in determining present and future 
decisions.  A policy is based on RTP goals and objectives as well as the analysis of data and 
realistic outcomes. 


The goals, objectives and policies for each component of the Tuolumne County transportation 
system are provided below.  They are consistent with the policy direction of the Tuolumne County 
General Plan Circulation Element (1996), the Tuolumne County Transportation Commission 
(TCTC), the City of Sonora Draft General Plan (2004), the Tuolumne County RTIP and the 
financial realities facing the State and Tuolumne County. 


The TCTC has identified the following as its overriding goal: 


Goal:  “Enhance the life style of the people of Tuolumne County through an adequate, safe, 
efficient and economically feasible transportation system, consistent with the social, cultural, 
economic and environmental needs of the County.” 


The TCTC also believes that the cost of providing infrastructure should be paid in a fair and 
equitable manner by those who receive the benefits of the transportation systems provided.  
Therefore, the TCTC has adopted the following overall funding goal and funding strategies to 
complement the RTP goals and policies both regionally and locally. 


Goal:  “The TCTC will encourage the City, County, State and Federal governments to provide 
stable funding sources to adequately provide for existing and future transportation needs in the 
area.” 


It is recommended that revenue sources should require new development to fully mitigate its 
traffic impacts.  Impacts created by seasonal recreational traffic should be mitigated by those who 
cause the impact.  Existing deficiencies in the inter-modal transportation network should be 
funded by the existing residents of the area. 


New revenue sources should be dedicated revenue sources that provide a rational nexus 
between the need for funds and the amount of funds made available. 


REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM GOALS 


 Goal 1:  To maintain the multimodal system wisely, safely, efficiently and effectively.


 Goal 2:  To make cost-effective transportation investment to promote sustainable economic 
growth and improved goods movement.


 Goal 3:  To implement transportation strategies, services and technologies to support 
improved air quality, energy efficiency, noise mitigation and environmental protection, while 
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improving communities, conserving natural resources and achieving a sustainable society 
over the long term.


 Goal 4:  To integrate land use and transportation decisions at the local, regional state and 
federal level to provide for a quality living environment that strikes a balance between 
development and available infrastructure, that conserves natural resources including prime 
agricultural access for all trip purposes.


 Goal 5:  To provide for the most safe and efficient methods available that achieve equitable 
access for all travel purposes and to improve the public’s ability to choose between safe, 
efficient and reliable alternatives for achieving that transportation.


 Goal 6:  To provide for transportation access to jobs, housing, recreation and community 
services for all Californians regardless of age, economic, social or physical condition.


 Goal 7:  To provide for stable funding to preserve and operate the transportation system and 
flexible funding to develop and improve transportation services and facilities.


 Goal 8:  To broaden the involvement of all users, including communities in the transportation 
decision making process so as to achieve equitable solutions to transportation problems and 
optimize the use of the transportation system.


 Goal 9:  To establish the inter-organizational commitments of cooperative, mutually 
dependent action that is required to provide efficient multimodal transportation system 
performance.


The following objectives and policies for each element of the transportation system assume some 
form of new funding is identified during the life of the RTP to help off-set the declining 
transportation dollars.  They embody a fiscally conservative approach with “some variation” from 
the “status quo” to help alleviate the major transportation issues identified in Table 22 above. 


Aviation:


Objective: Promote the planned development of aviation facilities in order to meet general 
aviation neeeds and needs which include air taxi, fire fighting, air ambulance and 
law enforcement operations within Tuolumne County.. 


Policy 1: Support the development of the Columbia and Pine Mountain Lake (PML) 
Airports in accordance with the adopted airport master plans.. 


Policy 2: Support the creation and/or expansion of sources of capital improvement funds 
for the Columbia and PML Airports. 


Policy 3: Encourage local agencies to make land use decisions that are compatible with 
land use policies and improvement plans for the Columbia and PML Airports. 


Policy 4: Support the continued existence of an Airport Enterprise Fund for each Airport, 
and the dedication of all revenues generated from airport properties and offices 
for use in funding airport operational and capital improvement costs. 


Policy 5: Support the development of a plan aimed at creating a countywide system of 
emergency heliports. 


Non-Motorized Transportation:


Objective: To encourage the use of alternative means of transportation by providing safe 
bicycle and pedestrian facilities between high use areas thereby reducing road 
congestion which improves circulation, health and air quality within the County. 
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Policy 1: Actively investigate and support the development of alternative funding sources 
for bicycle and pedestrian facilities. 


Policy 2: Construct bicycle and pedestrian facilities as soon as possible when funds 
become available. 


Policy 3: The needs of pedestrians, bicyclists and individuals with disabilities shall be 
given special attention in the project design review process. 


Public Transportation:


Objective:  Provide effective and efficient transportation services which meet the needs of 
transit dependent residents within Tuolumne County which are reasonable to 
meet.  Youths, elderly, persons with disabilities and the economically 
disadvantaged shall be given special attention. 


Policy 1: Support the development of all area public and social service transportation 
systems as outlined in the Tuolumne County Transit Development Plan (TDP).   


Policy 2: Encourage eligible claimants in Tuolumne County to maximize the use of Federal 
and State funds for public transportation purposes. 


Policy 3: Require coordination among public and social service transportation operations 
so as to ensure the highest level of efficiency and cost-effectiveness possible. 


Policy 4: Actively pursue public input into the operation of the Public Transportation 
System as received via rider surveys, the Transit Productivity Advisory 
Committee and comments made during the annual unmet transit needs hearing. 


Policy 5: Improve the public’s knowledge of available transit services by encouraging 
increased marketing of all existing transportation in Tuolumne County. 


Policy 6: Ensure compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act. 
Policy 7: Provide transit service that is effective in attracting and maintaining riders.  


Service should be provided to areas where a need has, or can be, identified.  
Service that links up to adjacent jurisdictions in Merced County and Calaveras 
County should be coordinated. 


Policy 8: Operate service in the most cost-effective manner possible. 


Policy 9: Coordinate transit system development with community planning and 
development efforts, land use policy and the locally developed coordinated 
transit plan. 


Rail:


Objective: Promote growth and safety of all uses of the Sierra Northern Railway system. 


Policy 1: Support and encourage State and Federal grant applications aimed at the 
upgrading and rehabilitation of Sierra Railroad trackage. 


Policy 2: Support the revival of passenger, excursion and movie train operations on the 
Sierra Northern Railway to the extent that such operations themselves can be 
proven cost-effective and do not conflict with freight operations on the Railroad. 


Policy 3: Support the intermodal linkage of truck on rail as a technique of reducing truck 
AADT (Annual Average Daily Trips) on highway corridors. 


Policy 4: Higher truck weights shall be opposed. 
Policy 5: Develop thorough cooperation with all agencies involved, a railroad system that 


provides for the convenient and reliable movement of freight. 
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Streets and Highways:


Objective: Promote transportation system management actions which maximize the use of 
transportation facilities in the most efficient, cost effective, safe and 
environmentally sound fashion possible. 


Policy 1: The needs of street and road users will be regularly assessed by local Planning 
Departments and Transportation Departments in the development review 
process. 


Policy 2: Local agencies, in conjunction with Caltrans, will regularly conduct assessments 
of the current status of the highway system to determine the current level of 
needs in the system, and report those needs to the TCTC. 


Policy 3: The traffic impacts of proposed land uses shall be evaluated and mitigated in 
relation to stated goals, policies and objectives of the RTP. 


Policy 4: The TCTC shall set forth its recommendations for the future of the County’s 
streets and highway system in each update of the RTP. 


Policy 5: Local transportation departments will maintain an awareness of those portions of 
the streets and highways system which experience an unusual number of motor 
vehicle traffic accidents, design necessary improvements and implement 
necessary improvements in a timely manner. 


Policy 6: The TCTC shall encourage the identification and implementation of mitigation 
measure for all projects impacting local arterial and collector roads. 


Policy 7: The TCTC shall continue to coordinate a financially constrained Regional 
Transportation Improvement Program. 


Policy 8: The TCTC shall continue to coordinate with Federal, State and local agencies 
and developers to secure financing in a timely manner for all components of the 
transportation system to achieve and maintain adopted Level of Service (LOS) 
standards. 


Policy 9: The minimum LOS standard for Minor Collector, Major Collector and Arterial 
roadways shall be LOS D unless an exception is made by the County of 
Tuolumne or city of Sonora consistent with each agencie’s adopted General 
Plan.


Transportation System Management:


Objective: Promote transportation system management actions which maximize the use of 
transportation facilities in the most efficient, cost-effective, safe and 
environmentally sound fashion possible. 


Policy 1: Encourage the coordinated use of efficient transportation modes such as public 
and social service transportation, bicycling, walking, ridesharing and 
carpools/vanpools through the creation of appropriate facilities and incentives. 


Policy 2: Support structural and operational improvements necessary to increase the 
capacity and/or flow of traffic on the local streets and highways network. 


Policy 3: Encourage the development of off-street parking facilities sufficient to meet the 
needs of local residents and tourist. 


Policy 4: Support land use decisions which encourage growth in defined communities and 
avoid urban sprawl. 


Goods Movement:


Objective: Provide a transportation system which allows for the efficient transportation of 
goods while minimizing negative impacts on the local roadway system. 


Policy 1: Support the coordinated interaction of truck and rail freight movements. 
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ACTION ELEMENT ASSUMPTIONS


The RTP is a document that contains both policy and action direction for the future implementation of 
transportation system improvements.  The proposed RTP actions are based on the following 
assumptions. 


The growth in population and employment will remain very modest (less than two percent per year), which is 
generally consistent with California Department of Finance projections. 


Any increases in population of adjacent counties will potentially affect both through and recreational traffic to 
Tuolumne County. 


Existing sources of federal, state and regional revenues will continue throughout the 20-year life of the RTP, but 
potentially at reduced levels. 


State and local revenue contributions to maintain the existing system are expected to continue, with funding levels 
based on existing plans and budgets. 


The automobile will continue to be the primary mode of travel to from and within Tuolumne County. 


Recreation-oriented travel will continue to affect State highways (SR 120, SR 49 and SR 108) and major County 
roadways, particularly during peak travel months. 


Transit service demand will continue to grow, primarily due to the number of elderly and handicapped persons 
residing in the County, and continued increases in fuel prices causing people to consider alternate modes of 
transportation. 


Local road maintenance will continue to be a major issue if a new source of maintenance funding is not identified 
and implemented. 


The available transportation financing for projects at the local, State and Federal levels will not keep pace with the 
needs of the County. 


The County’s development traffic mitigation impact fee (RTIF) will continue during the life of the RTP. 


PROGRAM-LEVEL PERFORMANCE MEASURES


Caltrans identified the following four broad goals for performance measurement consistent with the 
1999 RTP guidelines. 


1. To understand the role the transportation system plays in society 


2. To focus on outcomes at the system level rather than projects and process 


3. To build transportation system partner relationships with clearly defined roles, adequate 
communication channels, and accountability at all levels 


4. To better illuminate and integrate transportation system impacts of non-transportation 
decisions 


The intended application of performance measurement to RTPs is to accomplish the following 
outcomes. 
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TABLE 23 – 
RTP PROGRAM LEVEL PERFORMANCE MEASURES AND DESIRED OUTCOMES* 


Performance Outcome Data Source RTP Measure RTP Objective 


1.  Safety Tuolumne County; Caltrans; CHP 
Accident and Crime Rates for 
Tuolumne County per 1,000,000 
vehicle/passenger miles of travel 


Reduce fatalities, injury, and property loss of system 
users and workers.   


2.  Mobility Tuolumne County TCTDM; Caltrans Travel Times and Delays Minimize travel time and delay to reach desired 
destinations within reasonable means 


3.  Reliability Tuolumne County TCTDM; TCT Variability of travel time Maximize percent of on-time performance, 
dependability and ease of travel mode choice 


4.  Accessibility Tuolumne County; TCT Access to transportation system 
and desired locations 


Maximize travel mode choice and accessibility of 
transit services 


5.  System Preservation Tuolumne County; TCT; Pavement 
Management System Physical condition of system Preserve the transportation system at an acceptable 


state of repair condition 


6.  Environmental Quality Tuolumne County; EPA; CARB National and State Standards Maintain and enhance the quality of natural and 
human environment 


7.  Economic Vitality Tuolumne County TCTDM; Economic 
Development Department; Visitor Bureau 


Value of Transportation to 
Economy 


Interregional trips; mode trips per volume; freight 
origins and destinations within County 


8.  Equity Economic Development Department; 
Census Bureau; DOF 


Benefit per income and ethnic 
group 


Ensure equitable sharing of benefits and accessibility 
for people with disabilities.  Environmental Justice. 


Source:  Tuolumne County 2006; Fehr & Peers 2006. 
* The California Transportation Commission (CTC) RTP Guidelines adopted in December 1999 recommend the inclusion of program level performance measures (outcome-based) to 
help determine how the planned improvements to the system are achieving the desired outcomes of the RTP consistent with the goals, policies, and objectives of the plan.  
Performance measures are defined as a set of objectives and measurable criteria used to evaluate the performance of the transportation system and to select plan funding 
alternatives.
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APPLICATION OF PERFORMANCE MEASURES 


The program level performance measures in Table 23 are intended to help the County prioritize 
projects and programs and to monitor how well the transportation system is functioning, both now 
and in the future.  The application of each performance measure and their location within the RTP 
are identified below. 


1. Safety – Goal(s) 1,5 


Safety is monitored through the accident rate (accidents or incidents per million miles of travel)   
Table 16 compares the average rate for Tuolumne County state routes with the rate for the State 
on similar facilities.  The accident rate on SR 49 and SR 108 are above the State average.  All 
other facilities are below the State average.  Table 17 provides recent (2004) accident totals for 
select County facilities.  The Action Element contains several safety projects to improve existing 
state and county facilities to current County design standards.  The safety goal also addresses 
bicycle and pedestrian travel within the County.  RTP projects for multi-modal improvements are 
included in Appendix J and L. 


2. Mobility – Goal(s) 5, 


This performance measure monitors how well State and County roads are functioning based on 
level of service (LOS) and travel delay.  The LOS policies for Tuolumne are re-stated below. 


State Highways 


The concept LOS for state highways and at intersections with County roads is LOS C  The 
minimum LOS standard for the State Highway System shall be no lower than LOS E.  The 
methodology for evaluating LOS on State Highways shall be pursuant to the Highway Capacity 
Manual and Transportation Research Record 1194.  


Minor Collector Roads and Local Roads 


The standard for minor collector roads and local roads is LOS B except within one-half mile of 
Major Collectors or Arterial highways where the standard shall be LOS C.  The minimum peak 
hour LOS standard for intersections of minor collector and local roads with major collector and 
arterial highways shall be LOS C. 


Arterial and Major Collectors


LOS C is the standard on arterials and major collectors, except within one-half mile of similarly 
classed highways where the standard shall be LOS D.  The minimum peak hour LOS standard for 
intersection of major collector roads and arterial highways shall be LOS D. 


Table 7 shows the current roads exceeding the GP LOS targets.  Table 16 shows those roads 
that will experience unacceptable LOS in 2030 (horizon year) with programmed and planned 
improvements (Tier 1a and Tier 1b).  Figures 3 and 4, and Figures 9 and 10 show the location of 
deficient road segments. 


3. Reliability – Goal(s) 1,5,7 


This measure considers transit on-time performance and the ease of travel mode choice. The 
RTP provides an array of multi-modal projects in the Action Element to increase mode choice.  
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Transit improvements listed in Appendix I are aimed at improving transit access, operations and 
reliability.  Monthly transit operational reports monitor transit system performance. 


4. Accessibility – Goal(s) 5,6,7 


This measure evaluates travel mode choice and improvements that increase transit accessibility.  
The RTP provides for improvements for all modes of travel in Tuolumne County (highway, transit, 
rail, aviation, bicycle and pedestrian) and includes transit bus stop and transfer point 
improvements to increase transit access for all residents.  Specific transit improvements are 
referenced under Future Conditions and also included in Appendix I. 


5. System Preservation – Goal(s) 1,5,8,9 


The RTP monitors the transportation system condition through the Tuolumne County pavement 
management system.  Projects that maintain the existing system at acceptable levels are 
included in the Action Element.  Table 8 provides an estimate of the maintenance needs for 
County roadways.  Projects earmarked for system preservation are designated in the project 
tables ( Appendix G through L).  Appendix S summarizes the general pavement conditions in the 
County by roadway. 


6. Environmental Quality – Goal(s) 3,4  


This measure is applied prior to actual construction of a project.  Each project must comply with 
environmental criteria from CEQA (State) and/or NEPA (Federal) depending on whether the 
funding source is a federal or state program. 


7. Economic Vitality – Goal(s) 2,6,7,9 


LOS during peak recreational periods often reaches unacceptable levels (LOS D or higher) due to 
through and recreational traffic.  This measure monitors the daily LOS during the peak month on 
State highways.  Figure 3 and 4 and 10 and 11 show areas that would benefit from projects 
aimed at reducing traffic volumes and improving the LOS.  Table 11 shows existing truck volumes 
within the County.  Table 14 shows the commercial and industrial growth projected for the County 
over the life of the RTP. 


8. Equity – Goal(s) 2, 3, 4, 6, 8, 9 


This goal ensures the equitable sharing of transportation benefits and accessibility for people with 
disabilities.  Where appropriate, RTP projects consider improvements that include ADA access.  
In addition, transportation decisions by the TCTC consider “environmental justice” in the 
distribution of transportation projects and impacts. 


PURPOSE AND NEED


The RTP guidelines and supplement to the RTP guidelines adopted by the CTC require that an 
RTP “provide a clearly defined justification for its transportation projects and programs.”  This 
requirement is often referred to as either the Project Intent Statement or Project Purpose and 
Need.  Caltrans’ Deputy Directive No. DD 83 describes a project’s “Need” is an identified 
transportation deficiency or problem, and its “Purpose” is the set of objectives that will be met to 
address the transportation deficiency.  For Tuolumne County, the City of Sonora and its planning 
regions, each table of projects includes a qualitative assessment of purpose and need relative to 
the project’s contribution to system preservation, capacity enhancement, safety, and/or multi-
modal enhancements.  The intent of improvements in each category is described below. 
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System Preservation – This category of improvement indicates a project that serves to maintain 
the integrity of the existing system so that access and mobility are not hindered for travelers.  
Improvements may include bridge repairs, upgrading of existing rail lines, airport runway repairs, 
and upgrades to signs and traffic control devices.  In addition, because Tuolumne County is very 
rural and contains several small communities, the lack of maintenance funding has resulted in a 
large amount of “deferred maintenance” that has actually lapsed into a serious need to 
“rehabilitate” roadways to maintain system preservation.  Rehabilitation entails primarily overlay 
and/or chip seal work that can also be considered a safety improvement.  Several road projects 
listed for each jurisdiction require either “rehabilitation” or “asphalt overlay of existing roadway” to 
maintain system preservation. (Goals 1, 5, 8 and 9) 


Capacity Enhancement – A capacity enhancement indicates a project that serves to increase 
traffic flows and to help alleviate congestion.  This result may be achieved by adding an 
additional lane of traffic, adding a passing lane, and/or adding a turn-out for slow moving 
vehicles.  Because Tuolumne County experiences large volumes of truck and recreational traffic 
on many of its roadways, the ability of vehicles to travel and desired speeds is restricted.  
Capacity enhancement projects are designed to increase travel speeds and provide for 
opportunities to pass slower vehicles safely.  The desired outcome is to maintain acceptable 
levels of LOS on State and regionally significant roads (Goal 1, 5 and 6).


Safety Projects – Safety improvements are intended to reduce the chance of conflicts between 
vehicles, prevent injury to motorists using the transportation system, and to ensure that motorists 
can travel to their destination in a timely manner.  Safety improvements may include roadway 
and intersection realignments to improve sight-distance, pavement resurfacing to provide for a 
smooth travel surface, signage to clarify traffic operations, congestion relief, and obstacle 
removal so that traffic flows are not hindered.  The desired outcome is to reduce accidents on 
State and County facilities and the societal costs in terms of injury, death or property damage 
(Goals 1 and 5).


Multi-modal Enhancement – These type of improvements focus on alternative modes of travel 
such as bicycling, walking, and transit.  Projects that are designated as multi-modal are designed 
to enhance travel by one of these other modes, provide for better connectivity between modes, 
and to improve non-auto access to major destinations and activity centers (Goals 2,5,6,7 and 9)


PAST ACCOMPLISHMENTS


The County has completed the following significant transportation projects and/or programs within 
the last decade. 


PLANNING 


 Jamestown Community Action Plan 
 Developed Safety Project Priority List 
 Foothill Commuter Services  (rideshare website) 
 Updates to the Regional Transportation Plan 
 Updates to the Circulation Element of General Plan 
 Regional Transportation Improvement Programs 
 Project Study Report for Priest Grade 
 East Sonora Bypass Stage 2 Funding of Supplemental Environmental Document, Design 


and Right of Way Acquisition 
 Alternative Routes Study for North/South Connector Project 
 Completed Project Study Report for Rawhide Road/State Route 108 Improvements 
 Awarded earmark funding for a J-59 (La Grange Road) Road Study 
 Trails Master Plan 
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PUBLIC TRANSIT 


Appendix I shows the short-range and long-range transit projects.  The Tuolumne County Transit 
Development Plan (LSC, 2003) recommended construction of a transit maintenance facility and a 
transit transfer point.  These two projects have been carried forward in the 2006 SRTP.  Both 
projects are listed in Appendix I.  Previous costs have been updated to reflect 2006 dollars based 
on an assumed growth rate of three percent per year.  The total short-range costs (Tier 1a) are 
approximately $431,000.   The unfunded Tier 2 projects total $1.2 million. 


In recent months there has been increasing interest and participation in the Foothill commuter 
Service (FCS) rideshare/ride-matching program that was established in January 2006.  The 
service is operated in Amador, Calaveras, and Tuolumne County.  The results of the program are 
beginning to reduce the number of single-occupant vehicle (SOV) trips on tri-county roads and 
highways.  The TCTC has budgeted approximately $20,000 for FY 2007/08 to continue the 
program in Tuolumne County. 


BIKEWAYS AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES 


Appendix J shows the short-range and long-range bikeway and pedestrian projects for the RTP.  
These projects were recommended in the Tuolumne County Bikeway and Trails plan completed 
in 2004.  The projects also reflect priority projects contained in the Tuolumne Band of Me-Wuk 
Indians 2003 Bicycle Plan (August 2003).  The Tier 1a costs are approximately $7 million and the 
long-range Tier 1b projects total approximately $35.6 million 


AVIATION 


Appendix K shows the short-range and long-range aviation improvements that are designed to 
upgrade facilities at the County’s two airports – Columbia Airport and Pine Mountain Lake Airport.  
The projects were provided by the County’s Airport Director.  All airport projects anticipated to be 
funded are assigned Tier 1a indicating potential completion by 2020.  The total project costs for 
Tier 1a projects (completion by 2020) is approximately $2.7 million.  Recommended projects 
include capacity enhancements, safety, infrastructure and a multi-modal interface with 
campgrounds.   


TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT (TDM)/TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM 
MANAGEMENT (TSM) 


The County will seek CMAQ funds to implement projects that have an air quality benefit.  The 
purpose of the CMAQ Program is to fund transportation projects or programs in non-attainment 
and maintenance areas which will reduce transportation related emissions. The EPA lists the 
following types of transportation control measures (TCMs) that have potential air quality benefits. 


 Employer vanpools and shuttles 
 Suburban vanpool/carpool park-and-ride lots 
 Improved public transit 
 Clean air and alternative fueled buses 
 Traffic signal coordination 
 Programs to limit or restrict vehicle use in downtown areas  
 Programs to control extended idling of vehicles 
 Expanded bicycle and pedestrian facilities 
 Employer trip reduction programs 
 Telecommuting 
 Public-private partnerships 
 Emission Inspection and Maintenance programs 
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 Coordinated local transit agency communications systems; 
 Statewide rural regional road conditions radio stations; 
 Trucks and large recreational vehicle advisory signs/signals; and 
 Electronic toll stations/fee collection 


Tuolumne County will continue to explore the available information on ITS for possible integration 
into the various modes of travel within the County as funding, opportunity, and relevance allow.   
Adequate levels of funding and close coordination with Caltrans, the trucking industry, and transit 
are key to implementing ITS strategies in Tuolumne County. 


COORDINATED, PUBLIC TRANSIT- HUMAN SERVICES TRANSPORTATION PLAN 


“In accordance with the provisions of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation 
Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU), recipients under the Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA) Sections 5310, 5316, and 5317 programs must comply with all federal 
coordinated planning requirements to be eligible for funds. The reauthorization stipulates that 
projects selected for funding under these specified programs must be derived from a locally 
coordinated, public transit-human services transportation plan (Coordinated Plan). 


A Coordinated Plan identifies the transportation needs of individuals with disabilities, older adults, 
and people with low incomes, provides strategies for meeting those local needs, and prioritizes 
transportation services for funding and implementation.  A coordinated plan should maximize the 
programs’ collective coverage by minimizing duplication of services.  Further, a coordinated plan 
must be developed through a process that includes representatives of public, private and non-
profit transportation and human services transportation providers, and participation by members 
of the public.  Members of the public should include representatives of the targets population(s) 
including individuals with disabilities, older adults, and people with low incomes.  While the plan is 
only required in communities seeking funding under one or more of the three specified FTA 
programs, a Coordinated Plan should also incorporate activities offered under other programs 
sponsored by Federal, State and local agencies to greatly strengthen its impact. 


Projects competitively selected for funding shall be derived from a coordinated plan that minimally 
includes the following elements at a level consistent with available resources and the complexity 
of the local jurisdictional environment: 


1. An assessment of available services that identifies current transportation providers 
(public, private, and non-profit); 


2. An assessment of transportation needs for individuals with disabilities, older adults, and 
people with low incomes.  The assessment can be based on the experiences and 
perceptions of the planning partners or on more sophisticated data collection efforts, and 
gaps in service; 


3. Strategies, activities and/or projects to address the identified gaps between current 
services and needs, as well as opportunities to improve efficiencies in service delivery; 


4. Priorities for implementation based on resources (from multiple program sources), time 
and feasibility for implementing specific strategies and/or activities identified. 


The TCTC is currently working with the California State Department of Transportation (Caltrans) 
and members of the targets population(s) including individuals with disabilities, older adults, and 
people with low incomes on developing a locally derived Coordinated Plan.  The TCTC has 
already initiated an update to the 2006/07 RTP to be consistent with the 2007 RTP Guidelines 
and addendums addressing the final publication of a Coordinated Plan for Tuolumne County.” 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORM
DLA-001 (NEW 4/2016)
v1.3
State of California Department of TransportationForm Title: ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORMForm Number: DLA-001 (Designed April 2016) Version 1.2
ADA Notice
For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats.  For alternate format information, contact the Active Transportation Program at  (916) 653-4335, TTY 711, or write to Caltrans-Local Assistance, 1120 N Street, MS-1, Sacramento, CA 95814.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORM
DLA-001 (NEW 4/2016)
v1.3
State of California Department of TransportationForm Title: ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORMForm Number: DLA-001 (Designed April 2016) Version 1.2
ATP FUNDED COMPONENTS
Infrastructure
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
Non-Infrastructure
Plan
PROJECT FUNDING INFORMATION (1,000s)
Total 
Project $
Total
ATP $
Total
Non-ATP $
Past 
ATP $
Leveraging $
Matching $
Non-Participating $
Future 
Local $
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
APPLICATION INDEX PAGE
Application Part 1: Applicant Information         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 2: General Project Information         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 3: Project Type         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 4: Project Details         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 5: Project Schedule         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 6: Project Funding         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
PPR         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 7: Application Questions         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Screening Criteria         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 1         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 2         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 3         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 4         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 5         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 6         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 7         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 8         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 9         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 8: Attachments         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 1: Applicant Information
Implementing Agency:   This agency must enter into a Master Agreement with Caltrans and will be financially and contractually responsible for the delivery of the project within all pertinent Federal and State funding requirements, including being responsible and accountable for the use and expenditure of program funds.  This agency is responsible for the accuracy of the technical information provided in the application and is required to sign the application.   
MASTER AGREEMENTS (MAs):
Does the Implementing Agency currently have a MA with Caltrans?
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans MA number
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans Master Agreement number
Implementing Agency's State Caltrans MA number
*         Implementing Agencies that do not currently have a MA with Caltrans, must be able to meet the requirements and enter into an MA with Caltrans prior to funds allocation.  The MA approval process can take 6 to 12 months to complete and there is no guarantee the agency will meet the requirements necessary for the State to enter into a MA with the agency.    Delays could also result in a failure to meeting the CTC Allocation timeline requirements and the loss of ATP funding.
Project Partnering Agency:   
The “Project Partnering Agency” is defined as an agency, other than Implementing Agency, that will assume the responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility.   The Implementing Agency must: 1) ensure the Partnering Agency agrees to assume responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility, 2) provide documentation of the agreement (e.g., letter of intent) as part of the project application, and 3) ensure a copy of the Memorandum of Understanding or Interagency Agreement between the parties is submitted with the first request for allocation. For these projects, the Project Partnering Agency's information shall be provided below.
Based on the definition above, does this project have a partnering agency?
Application Part 2: General Project Information
Project Coordinates: (latitude/longitude in decimal format)
N
W
Congressional District(s):
State Senate District(s):
State Assembly District(s):
Past Projects: Within the last 10 years, has there been any previous State or Federal ATP, SRTS, SR2S, BTA or other ped/bike funding awards for a project(s) that are adjacent to or overlap the limits of project scope of this application?
Project Number
Past Project 
Funding 
Funded 
Amount $
Project 
Type
Type of overlap/connection 
with past projects 
(select only one which matches the best)
Application Part 3: Project Type
Development of a Plan in a Disadvantaged Community: (Check all Plan types that apply)  
Indicate any of the following plans that your agency currently has:  (Check all that apply) 
PROJECT SUB-TYPE  (check all Project Sub-Types that apply):
For a project to qualify for Safe Routes to School designation, the project must directly increase safety and convenience for public school students to walk and/or bike to school. Safe Routes to Schools infrastructure projects must be located within two miles of a public school or within the vicinity of a public school bus stop and the students must be the intended beneficiaries of the project. Other than traffic education and enforcement activities, non-infrastructure projects do not have a location restriction. 
 
Projects with Safe Routes to School elements must fill out "School and Student Details" later in this application.
As a condition of receiving funding, projects with Safe Routes to School Elements must commit to completing additional before and after student surveys as defined in the Caltrans Active Transportation Guidelines (LAPG Chapter 22).
For each school benefited by the project: 1) Fill in the school and student information; and 2) Include the required attachment information.
Project improvements maximum distance from school 
mile
**Refer to the California Department of Education website:  http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sh/cw/filesafdc.asp
Trails Projects constructing multi-purpose trails are generally eligible in the Active Transportation Program.  If the applicant believes all or part of their project meets the federal requirements of the Recreational Trails Program they are encouraged to seek a determination from the California Department of Parks and Recreation on the eligibility of their project to complete for this funding.   This is optional but recommended because some trails projects may compete better under this funding program.
 
For all trails projects: 
Do you feel a portion of your project is eligible for federal Recreational Trail funding?   
Applicants intending to pursue “Recreational Trails Program funding” must submit the required information to the California Department of Parks and Recreation prior to the ATP application submissions deadline.  (See the Application Instructions for details) 
 
*Recreational Trail funding can only fund work outside of the roadway Right-of-way.
Application Part 4: Project Details
INFRASTRUCTURE TYPE (Only Intended for Infrastructure Projects)
Note:         When quantifying the amount of Active Transportation improvements proposed by the project, do not double-count the improvements that benefit both Bicyclists and Pedestrians (i.e. new RRFB/Signal should only show as a Pedestrian or Bicycle Improvement).
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing bicycle infrastructure: i.e. Class 2 to Class 4)
New Bike Lanes/Routes:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Bike Share Program:
Number
Number
Bike Racks/Lockers:
Number
Number
Other Bicycle Improvements:
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing pedestrian infrastructure.)
Sidewalks:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
ADA Ramp Improvements:
Number
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Pedestrian Amenities:
Number
Number
Number
Other Ped Improvements:
Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Non-Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Other Trail Improvements:
Road Diets:
Linear Feet
Number
Speed Feedback Signs:
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Other Traffic-Calming
Improvements:
Right of Way (R/W) Impacts (Check all that apply)
The federal R/W process involving private property acquisitions and/or private utility relocations can often take 18 to 24 months.  The project schedule in the application for R/W needs to reflect the necessary time to complete the federal R/W process.
*See the application instructions for more details on the required coordination and documentation from these agencies.
Application Part 5: Project Schedule
NOTES:         1) Per CTC Guidelines, all project applications must be submitted with the expectation of receiving federal funding and therefore the schedule below must account for the extra time needed for federal project delivery requirements and approvals, including a NEPA environmental clearance and for each CTC allocation there must also be a Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable work.
         2) Prior to estimating the durations of the project delivery tasks (below), applicants are highly encouraged to review the appropriate chapters of the Local Assistance Procedures Manual and work closely with District Local Assistance Staff.
         3) The proposed CTC allocation dates must be between July 1, 2019 and June 30, 2021 to be consistent with the available ATP funds for Cycle 3.
This page cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS:
PA&ED Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months         (See note #2, above)
PS&E Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
Right of Way Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
* PS&E and Right of Way phases can be allocated at the same CTC meeting.
Construction Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS: (This includes combined "I" and "NI" projects)
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months	
Proposed Dates for "Before" and "After" Counts (As required by the CTC and Caltrans guidelines):
Application Part 6: Project Funding
(1,000s)
The Project Funding table cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
Project
Phase
Total
Project
Costs
Total 
ATP
Funding
ATP
Allocation 
Year *
Total
Non-ATP
Funding **
Non-
Participating
Funding
"Prior"
ATP
Funding
Leveraging
Funding
Matching
Funding ***
(for federal $)
Future Local Identified Funding 
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
NI-CON
TOTAL
*          The CTC Allocation-Year is calculated based on the information entered into the "Project Schedule" section.
 
**  Applicants must ensure that the “Total Non-ATP Funding” values show in this table match the overall Non-ATP Funding values they enter into Page 2 of the PPR (later in this form)
         
***         For programming purposes, applicants, are asked to identify the portion of the Leveraging Funding that meets the requirements to be used as match for new Federal ATP funding.
ATP FUNDING TYPE REQUESTED:
Per the CTC Guidelines, all ATP projects must be eligible to receive federal funding. Most ATP projects will receive federal funding; however, it is the intent of the Commission to consolidate the allocation of federal funds to as few projects as practicable. Therefore, the smallest projects may be granted State Funding from the State Highway Account (SHA) for all or part of the project.  Agencies with projects under $1M, especially ones being implemented by agencies who are not familiar with the federal funding process, are encouraged to request State funding.
Do you believe your project warrants receiving state-only funding?
ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST (PPR):
Using the Project Schedule, Project Funding, and General Project information provided, this electronic form has automatically prepared the following PPR pages. Applicants must review the information in the PPR to confirm it matches their expectations.
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Funding Information:
DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Proposed Total Project Cost ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
PPR Funding Information Table
ATP Funds
Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Non-Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Plan Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Previous Cycle
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Summary of Non-ATP Funding
The Non-ATP funding shown on this page must match the values in the Project Funding table.
Fund No. 2:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 3:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 4:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 5:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 6:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 7:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Application Part 7: Application Questions
Screening Criteria
The following Screening Criteria are requirements for applications to be considered for ATP funding.  Failure to demonstrate a project meets these criteria will result is the disqualification of the application. 
1.         Demonstrated fiscal needs of the applicant:
-         Is all or part of the project currently (or has it ever been) formally programmed in an RTPA, MPO and/or Caltrans funding program? 
If "Yes", explain why the project is not considered "fully funded".  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are any elements of the proposed project directly or indirectly related to the intended improvements of a past or future development or capital improvement project? 
If “Yes”, explain why the other project cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are adjacent properties undeveloped or under-developed where standard “conditions of development” could be placed on future adjacent redevelopment to construct the proposed project improvements?
If “Yes”, explain why the development cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
2.         Consistency with an adopted regional transportation plan:
-         Is the project consistent with the relevant adopted regional transportation plan that has been developed and updated pursuant to Government Code Section 65080?
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
If “No”, document why the project should still be considered as being “consistent with the Regional Plan”.  (Max of 200 Words)
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #1
QUESTION #1
DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES (0-10 POINTS)
A.         Map of Project Boundaries, Access and Destination  (0 points): Required
B.         Identification of Disadvantaged Community:  (0 points)
Select one of the following 4 options.  Must provide information for all Census Tract/Block Group/Place # that the project affects.
         ●  Median Household Income
         ●  CalEnviroScreen
         ●  Free or Reduced Priced School Meals - Applications using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.
         ● Other 
The Median Household Income (Table ID B19013) is less than 80% of the statewide median based on the most current Census Tract (ID 140) level data from the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) (<$49,191). Communities with a population less than 15,000 may use data at the Census Block Group (ID 150) level. Unincorporated communities may use data at the Census Place (ID 160) level. Data is available at: http://factfinder.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml 
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
MHI  
Median Household Income Table
Lowest median household income from above (autofill): $
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
Median household income by census tract for the community(ies) benefited by the project: $
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the median household income is greater than $49,120, this program does not qualify for this option. 
An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 25% in the state according to the CalEPA and based on the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen 2.0) scores (score must be greater than or equal to 36.62). This list can be found at the following link under SB 535 List of Disadvantaged Communities:
http://www.calepa.ca.gov/EnvJustice/GHGInvest/
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
CalEnviroScreen Score
Cal Enviro Screen Table
Highest California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score for the community benefited by the project:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the CalEnviroScreen score is less than 36.62, this program does not qualify for this option. 
At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/filessp.asp (auto filled from Part A).
Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.  Project must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria. 
School Name
School Enrollment
% of Students Eligible for FRPM
Data for this table is automatically populated with the school data entered on Application Part 3.
Highest percentage of students eligible from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only) 
Percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals Programs:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
Other
Creation of new routes?
●  If a project applicant believes a project benefits a disadvantaged community but the project does not meet the aforementioned criteria due to a lack of accurate Census data or CalEnviroScreen data that represents a small neighborhood or unincorporated area, the applicant must submit for consideration a quantitative assessment to demonstrate that the community’s median household income is at or below 80% of that state median household income. (Max of 200 Words)
●  Regional definitions of disadvantaged communities as adopted in a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) by an MPO or RTPA per obligations with Title VI of the Federal Civil Rights Act of 1964, such as “environmental justice communities” or “communities of concern,” may be used in lieu of the options identified above. Applicant must provide section of the RTP referenced. (Max of 200 Words)
C.         Direct Benefit:  (0 - 4 points)
1.         Explain how the project/program/plan closes a gap, provides connections to, or addresses a deficiency in an active transportation network or meets an important community need. (Max of 50 Words)
2.         Explain how the disadvantaged community residents will have physical access to the project/program/plan. 
         (Max of 50 Words)         
3.         Illustrate how the project was requested or supported by the disadvantaged community residents. 
         (Max of 50 Words)
D.         Project Location:  (0 - 2 points)
E.         Severity:  (0 - 4 points)
a.         Auto calculated
Part B: Narrative Questions
Question #2
QUESTION #2
POTENTIAL FOR INCREASED WALKING AND BICYCLING, ESPECIALLY AMONG STUDENTS, INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF WALKING AND BICYCLING ROUTES TO AND FROM SCHOOLS, TRANSIT FACILITIES, COMMUNITY CENTERS, EMPLOYMENT CENTERS, AND OTHER DESTINATIONS; AND INCLUDING INCREASING AND IMPROVING  CONNECTIVITY AND MOBILITY OF NON-MOTORIZED USERS. (0-35 POINTS)
Please provide the following information: (This must be completed to be considered for funding for infrastructure projects)
# of Users
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Date of Counts
Mark here if N/A to project
Current
Projected
(1 year after completion)
Safe Routes to School projects and programs:  The following information related to the Safe Routes to School Projects data was already entered in part 3 of the application.
School
Total Student Enrollment
Approx. # of Students Living Along School Route Proposed	
# of Students Currently Walking/Biking to School
Projected # of Students that will 
walk/bike after project
Net projected Change in Students 
walking/biking
Total
Data in this table will be automatically populated with the school data entered in Application Part 3.
Document the methodologies used to establish the current count data. (Max of 200 Words)
A.         Describe the specific active transportation need that the proposed project/plan/program will address. (0-15 points) 
         (Max of 500 Words)
B.         Describe how the proposed project/plan/program will address the active transportation need: (0-20 points)
1.         Close a gap?
Close a gap?
Gap closure = Construction of a missing segment of an existing facility in order to make that facility continuous.
a.         Must provide a map of each gap closure identifying gap and connections.
b.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Creation of new routes?
Creation of new routes?
New route = Construction of a new facility that did not previously exist for non-motorized users that provides a course or way to get from one place to another.
a.         Must provide a map of the new route location.
b.         Describe the existing route(s) that currently connect the affected transportation related and community identified destinations and why the route(s) are not adequate. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Removal of barrier to mobility?
a.         Type of barrier:
b.         Must provide a map identifying the barrier location and improvement.
c.         Describe the existing negative effects of barrier to be removed and how the project addresses the existing barrier. 
         (Max of 100 Words)
d.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Other improvements to routes?
Other improvements to routes?
a.         Must provide a map of the new improvement location.
b.         Explain the improvement. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
a.         Describe how the plan will address links or connections, or encourage the use of existing/new routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Describe how the plan will result in implementable projects and programs in the future.   (Max of 100 Words)
c.         A description of steps necessary to implement the plan and the reporting process that will be used to keep the adopting agency and community informed of the progress being made in implementing the plan. (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing
         walking or biking in the community?
Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing walking or biking in the community?
a.         Describe how the program encourages walking or biking to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  (Max of 100 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #3
QUESTION #3
POTENTIAL FOR REDUCING THE NUMBER AND/OR RATE OR THE RISK OF PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLIST FATALITIES AND INJURIES, INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF SAFETY HAZARDS FOR PEDESTRIANS AND BICYCLISTS.  (0-25 POINTS)
A.         Describe the plan/program influence area or project location’s history of collisions resulting in fatalities and injuries to non-motorized users and the source(s) of data used (e.g. collision reports, community observation, surveys, audits).  (10 points max)
1.         The following reported crashes must have all occurred within the project’s influence area within the last 5 years (only crashes that the project has a chance to mitigate):
# of Crashes	
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Total
Fatalities
Injuries
Total
2.         Applicant can provide bicycle and pedestrian (only) crash rates in addition to the information required above. (Max of 200 Words)
3.         Discuss specific accident data. (Max of 200 Words)
4.         Attach a SWITRS or equivalent (i.e. UC Berkeley’s TIMS tool) listing of all bicycle and pedestrian crashes (only) shown in the map above and in this application.
*Applications that do not have the crash data above OR that prefer to provide additional crash data and/or safety data in a different format can provide this data below.  The corresponding methodology used must also be included.   Input Data and methodologies here and/or include them via a separate attachment in the field below. (Max of 200 Words)
B.         Safety Countermeasures (15 points max)
         Describe how the project/program/plan will remedy (one or more) potential safety hazards that contribute to pedestrian and/or bicyclist injuries or fatalities (only); Countermeasures must directly address the underlying factors that are contributing to the occurrence of pedestrian and/or bicyclist collisions.
1.         Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
a.         Current speed and/or volume: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated speed and/or volume after project completion : (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current sight distance and/or visibility issue: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated sight distance and/or visibility issue resolution: (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current conflict point description: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Improvement that addresses conflict point: (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Which Law:
b.         How will the project improve compliance: (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
a.         List traffic controls that are inadequate: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Addresses inadequate or unsafe bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks?
a.         List bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks that are inadequate:          (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
7.         Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
a.         List of behaviors: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How will the project will eliminate or reduce these behaviors? (Max of 100 Words)
Plans
Describe how the plan will identify and plan to address hazards identified in the plan area, including the potential for mitigating safety hazards as a prioritization criterion, and/or including countermeasures that address safety hazards.  (Max of 200 Words)
Non-Infrastructure
Describe how the program educates bicyclists, pedestrians, and/or drivers about safety hazards for pedestrians and bicyclists. Describe how the program encourages this safe behavior. If available, include documentation of effectiveness of similar programs in encouraging safe behavior.  (Max of 200 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #4
QUESTION #4
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION and PLANNING (0-10 POINTS)
 
Describe the community based public participation process that culminated in the project/program proposal or will be utilized as part of the development of a plan.  
A.         What is/was the process of defining future policies, goals, investments and designs to prepare for future needs of users of this project?  How did the applicant analyze the wide range of alternatives and impacts on the transportation system to influence beneficial outcomes? (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Who: Describe who was/will be engaged in the identification and development of this project/program/plan (for plans: who will be engaged) and how they were/will be engaged.   Describe and provide documentation of the type, extent, and duration of outreach and engagement conducted to relevant stakeholders. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
C.         What:  Describe the feedback received during the stakeholder engagement process and describe how the public participation and planning process has improved the project’s overall effectiveness at meeting the purpose and goals of the ATP. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
D.         Describe how stakeholders will continue to be engaged in the implementation of the project/program/plan.  
                  (1 point max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #5
QUESTION #5
IMPROVED PUBLIC HEALTH (0-10 POINTS)
 
•         NOTE: Applicants applying for the disadvantaged community set aside must respond to the below questions with health data specific to the disadvantaged communities. All applicants must cite information specific to project location and targeted users. Failure to do so will result in lost points. 
A.         Describe the health status of the targeted users of the project/program/plan.  Describe how you considered health benefits when developing this project or program (for plans: how will you consider health throughout the plan). (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Describe how you expect your project/proposal/plan to promote healthy communities and provide outreach to the targeted users. (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #6
QUESTION #6
COST EFFECTIVENESS (0-5 POINTS)
A project’s cost effectiveness is considered to be the relative costs of the project in comparison to the project’s benefits as defined by the purpose and goals of the ATP.  This includes the consideration of the safety and mobility benefit in relation to both the total project cost and the funds provided. 
 
Explain why the project is considered to have the highest Benefit to Cost Ratio (B/C) with respect to the ATP purpose and goals of “increased use of active modes of transportation”.  (5 points max.)  (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #7
QUESTION #7
LEVERAGING OF NON-ATP FUNDS (0-5 POINTS)
A.         The application funding plan will show all federal, state and local funding for the project: (5 points max.)
 
                  Based on the project funding information provided earlier in the application, the following Leveraging and Matching amounts are designated for this project.  Applicants must review and verify these values meet the following criteria:
                   Leveraging Funds
                           Non-ATP funds; either already expended by the applicant or funds to be programmed for use on elements within the requested ATP project.  This non-ATP funding can only be considered "Leveraging" funding if it goes towards ATP eligible costs.
                  Matching Funds
                           The portion of the Leveraging funding that can be used as the local match if Federal ATP funding is programmed.  These must be 
                           non-federal funds not yet expended and provided by the applicant in a specific project phase.
                   If these numbers do not match this criteria and/or the applicant's expectations, the numbers inputted earlier need to be revised.
                   
 
                   Funding in $1,000s
PA&ED Phase Project Delivery Costs:
PS&E Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Right of Way Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Construction Phase Project Delivery Costs:
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS:
OVERALL TOTALS FOR PROJECT/APPLICATION:
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #8
QUESTION #8
USE OF CALIFORNIA CONSERVATION CORPS (CCC) OR A CERTIFIED COMMUNITY CONSERVATION CORPS (0 or -5 POINTS)
- For project "Plan" types, this section is not required. -
Step 1:         The applicant must submit the following information via email concurrently to both the CCC AND certified community conservation corps at least 5 days prior to application submittal to Caltrans.  The CCC and certified community conservation corps will respond within five (5) business days from receipt of the information. 
 
                  •         Project Title
                  •         Project Description                                 
                  •         Detailed Estimate                              
                  •         Project Schedule
                  •         Project Map                                              
                  •         Preliminary Plan
Click on the following links for the California Conservation Corps and community conservation corps Representative ATP contact information: 
http://calocalcorps.org/active-transportation-program/
http://www.ccc.ca.gov/work/programs/ATP/Pages/ATP%20home.aspx
The applicant must also attach any email correspondence from the CCC and certified community conservation corps or Tribal corps (if applicable) to the application verifying communication/participation.  Failure to attach their email responses will result in a loss of 5 points.
Step 2:         The applicant has coordinated with the CCC AND with the certified community conservation corps, or the Tribal corps and determined the following: (check appropriate box)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #9
QUESTION #9
APPLICANT’S PERFORMANCE ON PAST ATP FUNDED PROJECTS (0 - 10 points) 
For Caltrans use only.
 
Part C: Application Attachments
Applicants must ensure all data in this part of the application is fully consistent with the other parts of the application. See the Application Instructions and Guidance document for more information and requirements related to Part C.
List of Application Attachments
The following attachment names and order must be maintained for all applications.  Depending on the Project Type (I, NI or Plans) some attachments will be intentionally left blank.  All non-blank attachments must be identified in hard-copy applications using “tabs” with appropriate letter designations
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